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DAN SMOOT 


A Chronology of Shame 


Iraq is one of those “freedom loving” nations our government officials talk about when 
justifying foreign aid. Before July 14, 1958, Iraq was rated America’s strongest and richest 
freedom-loving friend in the Middle East. 


On July 14, 1958, revolution exploded in freedom-loving Iraq. Iraq police and soldiers 
— trained and equipped with foreign aid funds from America — converged on the Baghdad 
Hotel and started rounding up westerners, particularly Americans. 


Among the Americans taken were three Californians, having breakfast in the hotel: 

Robert Alcock, of Altadena, California, chief engineer of a Los Angeles firm known as 
Industrial Engineers, had an appointment to see a Mr. M. M. Hadid, who was interested in 
getting Mr. Alcock’s firm to build an important industrial plant in Baghdad. By the time the 
appointment hour arrived, Robert Alcock’s body had been chopped to pieces by Baghdad 
mobs — and Mr. Hadid was Finance Minister for the new Iraq government. Robert Alcock, 
age 40, had a wife and eight children back in the United States. 


Eugene Burns, of Sausalito, California, was the founder and head of the Holy Land 
Foundation — whose purpose was to combat comniunism in the Holy Land, to establish 
better relations between the Holy Land and the United States, to encourage appreciation of 
Christian shrines in the Holy Land. Mr. Burns was passing through Baghdad on Foundation 
business. He was 52 years old and had a wife and two daughters back home in America. 


George S. Colley of San Francisco was a director of the Bechtel Corporation, a large con- 
struction company. Mr. Colley, on a world-wide business trip, had merely stopped in Bagh- 
dad to change planes. He was 56 years old and had a wife and two small children in California. 


When these three California businessmen were dragged out of the coffee shop in the 
Baghdad Hotel, they were taken first to the Baghdad radio station which was the command 
post of the revolutionaries that morning. An hour later, four Iraq soldiers put the Americans 
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ona truck and drove them into the heart of the 
city, where wild, savage mobs were raging and 
murdering. The truck stopped in the middle 
of one such mob, a few yards from a police 
barracks. One soldier fired a shot in the air. 
Then all four soldiers abandoned the truck and 
the prisoners to the mob. 


The Iraq mob beat the Americans to death, 
tore their bodies limb from limb, hacked them 
into small pieces, and scattered the fragments 
on the street. Iraq soldiers at the police bar- 
racks, a few yards away, calmly watched and 
did nothing. The training and equipment of 
these soldiers had also been provided by Ameri- 
can foreign aid funds. 


All this happened on the morning of July 
14. The next day, July 15, President Eisen- 
hower sent 5000 Marines into Lebanon “to 
protect American lives... and... to assist the 
Government of Lebanon to preserve its terri- 
torial integrity and political independence.” 
No Americans had been murdered in Lebanon, 
and no Americans were in danger there. The 
Lebanon rebellion had been going on 68 days, 
and all Americans had had ample opportunity 
to get out. 


The.Iraq rebellion was so sudden that Amer- 
icans: had had no opportunity to leave. We 
didn’t send troops to Iraq. In fact, our govern- 
ment said nothing, publicly, about the three 
American businessmen horribly mutilated by 
the Iraq mobs — said nothing about protect- 
ing American lives in Iraq. 


In his special message to Congress on July 
15, explaining the action he had already taken 
— sending American marines to Lebanon — 


the President made only one oblique reference 
to Iraq: 


I have concluded that, given the developments in 
Iraq, the measures thus far taken by the United 
Nations Security Council are not sufficient to pre- 
serve the independence and intergrity of Lebanon. 
I have considered, furthermore, the question of our 


responsibility to protect and safeguard American 
citizens in Lebanon... . 


Our government did nothing — positively 
nothing — about protecting American lives in 


Page 2 


Iraq. On the day that Eisenhower sent 5000 
Marines to protect the Lebanese government, 
American embassy officials in Iraq were afraid 
to go out on the streets to try to find out what 
had happened to the bodies of Americans who 
had been murdered. 


American embassy officials spent a part of 
the day, July 15, 1958, telephoning hospitals 
and morgues in Baghdad trying vainly to lo- 
cate the bodies of the three Americans. The 
U. S. embassy finally sent its resident physician 
to a morgue to see whether any American 
casualties were there, but morgue officials 
wouldn’t let him in. 


N ext day, Wednesday, July 16, American 
embassy officials made some more fruitless tele- 
phone calls — again receiving the same treat- 
ment from Iraq officials: brusque and con- 
temptuous refusals to answer any questions 
and flat denials that any Americans had been 
harmed. 


Then, on Thursday, July 17, an Iraq official 
finally admitted that several mangled bodies 
had been taken to the morgue on Monday, 
July 14 — but said that a count of the dead 
was impossible because many of the bodies 
were in small bits and pieces. He said the re- 
mains had been buried on Tuesday, July 15. He 
refused to say where the remains were buried. 


By Friday, July 18, Congressman Edgar W. 
Hiestand (California) was quietly pushing the 
State Department to find out something about 
the Californians who had been murdered in 
Baghdad; and the State Department, of course, 
was quietly assuring Congressman Hiestand 
that no stone was being left unturned. Con- 
gressman Hiestand was reluctant to make any 
public statement as long as there was hope tha‘ 
some information might be obtained. 


By Saturday, July 19, U. S. Embassy off- 
cials in Baghdad were hinting that it might be 
better for us to try to be friendly with the nev 
Iraq government — and not make a fuss abou‘ 
the murders. 


On July 23, 1958, Congressman Hiestan:! 
wrote Secretary of State John Foster Dulle: 
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asking for assurance that we would not even 
consider extending diplomatic recognition to 
che new government of Iraq until it assumed 
full responsibility for the murder of the Amer- 
cans, including financial indemnity to the 
‘amilies. 


On July 28, 1958, Hiestand introduced in 
che House a Concurrent Resolution expressing 


the sense of his July 23 letter to Secretary 
Dulles. 


On July 31, 1958, the Prime Minister and 
the Foreign Minister of the new government 
in Baghdad gave our State Department oral 
promises that the new Iraq government would 
pay claims to the surviving families of the three 
murdered Americans — if an Iraq investiga- 
tion proved such claims valid. 


On August 1, the State Department wrote 
Congressman Hiestand a letter, assuring him 
that the United States was, 


pressing the Iraqi authorities for a complete 
investigation and definite report on the fate of the 
three missing Americans. 


Qn August 2 (before Congress had acted on 
Congressman Hiestand’s July 28 resolution) 
our government extended diplomatic recogni- 
tion to the new government of Iraq. 


Qn the same day (August 2) we resumed 
our aid, in the form of arms and training, to 
the Iraq police — who had been silent wit- 
nesses to the nauseating barbarity inflicted 
upon the three Californians. There is, indeed, 
strong indication that the Iraq police and army 
deliberately threw the three Americans to the 
Baghdad mob to help satisfy its blood lust. 


On August 4, President Eisenhower wrote 
Congressman Hiestand, saying: 


By now you have from State Department a dis- 
cussion of the efforts we have in progress in respect 
to the brutal killing of three of our citizens in 
Baghdad. Mob violence is abhorrent to all of us, 
aiid I have been deeply concerned over this terrible 
event. I assure you that the efforts of our Govern- 
ment, as described to you, will continue to be as 
vigorously advanced as possible. 


By August 11, the Iraq government — still 
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having made no public apology for the murder 
of the Americans, still having made no positive 
gesture of accepting responsibility for the 
atrocity, still having refused even to tell Amer- 
ican authorities where the mutilated remains of 
the Americans were buried, still refusing to ex- 
hume some of the remains on the remote chance ~ 
of getting positive identification — was telling 
United States officials that it had completed its 
investigation of the death of the three Ameri- 
cans and that it “hoped” it could make a for- 
mal report soon. 


By August 18, American officials were 
timidly asking the Iraq government for the 
formal report and were getting the same an- 
swer — “soon.” 


By August 19, some U. S. embassy officials 
in Baghdad were admitting off the record that 
Iraq authorities were deliberately stalling, 
hoping that America would forget about the 
whole thing — and the U. S. officials were in- 
dicating that this might, after all, be the wisest 
course. 


On August 20, 1958, the trial of Major 
General Ghazi Daghastani reconvened in Bagh- 
dad. General Daghastani was Deputy Chief of 
Staff under the late King Faisal. The new gov- 
ernment of Iraq accuses him of having con- 
spired with the United States and Britain to 
bring Iraq into war with Syria. 


On August 20, 1958, the first boatload of 
American military aid for the new government 
of Iraq arrived in Baghdad; and United States 
officials said another boatload was on the way 
(this was military aid, consisting of ordnance 
and communications equipment, as distin- 
guished from aid to the Iraq police which we 
resumed on August 2, the day we recognized 
the new government). 


On August 20, 1958, Abdul Karim el Kas- 
sem, Premier of the new government of Iraq, 
said he had expected that shipload of Ameri- 
can military aid a week before. 


Qn August 20, Premier Kassem also said 
that he expected Iraq’s relations with its old 
friend, the United States, to continue to be 


good — and that he expected the United States 
to feel the same way about it. 


On August 21, the newspapers of America 
carried a United Press International story to 
the effect that 60 American Sabre Jet experts, 
assigned to the United States military aid mis- 
sion in Baghdad, were still under armed sur- 
veillance by the Iraq army; that forty of them 
had not yet been allowed to return to their 
offices in Baghdad; and that twenty of them 
had been permitted to visit the offices and do 
some work under armed escort. 


On August 21, the same American news- 
papers which carried this UPI story about our 
government’s spineless submission to these in- 
dignities, published front-page pictures of 
President Eisenhower, his jaw thrust out in 
stern determination, telling the press in firm 
words and angry tones that he would not hesi- 
tate to use federal troops once again to enforce 


integration at Central high school in Little 
Rock. 


On August 26, 1958, the State Department 
in Washington announced that America’s am- 
bassador in Iraq had “appealed” to Premier 
Abdul Karim el Kassem to stop the harassment 
of American diplomats in Baghdad. Our Am- 
bassador has been making this appeal ever since 
we recognized the new Iraq government on 
August 2, but little improvement has yet been 
realized. 


The State Department announcement men- 
tioned the following conditions: 


1. The United States Embassy has only two 
telephone lines operating. It formerly had 10. 
Telephones in the homes of American officials 
in Baghdad have been disconnected — or they 
are monitored so openly and noisily that they 
are useless. 


2. United States diplomatic pouches (going 
into and coming out of Iraq) are delayed. 


3. Iraq guards, stationed at the U. S. Em- 


bassy grounds for protection, delay and search 
Ameficans, 


4. The U. S. Information Office in Baghdad 
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is padlocked and guarded by Iraq soldiers. 
USIA activities have been closed down com- 
pletely. U. S. officials cannot enter the building 
to obtain their files unless accompanied by 
armed Iraq soldiers. 


5. All members of the U. S. military aid 
group are forbidden to enter their offices and 
open their files without Iraq soldiers stand- 
ing by. 


6. The U.S. Embassy in Baghdad is not per- 
mitted to send coded diplomatic messages to 
American consulates in other Iraq cities. 


7. Radio Baghdad, official station of the 
Iraq government, broadcasts a steady flow of 
bitter anti-American propaganda. 


The August 26, 1958, State Department 
announcement about these Iraq harassments 
of U. S. diplomats and about our fruitless ap- 
peals, concludes by saying Iraq officials have 
assured U. S. dipolmats that they want to stay 
on friendly terms with the United States. 


Today — September 15, 1958 — the three 
mutilated Americans lie in some unmarked 
grave in Iraq; and the United States Govern- 
ment does not know, and has no hope of find- 
ing out, where the grave is. 


The America That Was 


On September 5, 1958, U. S. News & World 
Report published the following piece of his- 
torical research on the subject of what the 
United States Government used to do when 
Americans were killed or attacked abroad: 


From a statement by the U.S. Secretary of State, 
John Hay, on July 17, 1902: 


“The right of citizens of the United States to re- 
sort to and transact affairs of business or commerce 
in another country without molestation or disfavor 
of any kind (is) a necessary feature of the mutua' 
intercourse of civilized nations ... This right is no‘ 
created by treaties... We will apply the precept to 
other countries, whether it be conventionally de 
clared or not.” 


F 0m its earliest days, the U. S. Government re- 
fused to tolerate any threat to American lives ov 
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property in foreign lands. There have been many 
occasions when the U. §. cracked down hard for 
offenses against its citizens that were far less spec- 
tucular than the mutilation-killing of three Ameri- 
cans in Iraq during the July revolution. 


I, 1879, a mob at Fortune Bay, Newfoundland, 
tore:up the nets of American fishermen and drove 
the Americans from the Bay. The U. S. promptly 
notified London that there was “reasonable ground 
to expect” compensation from the British for the 
fishermen’s losses. Britain paid all claims. 


I, 1891, a mob in Val paraiso, Chile, attacked 
U. S. sailors, killing two and injuring 16 others. 
Chilean police and soldiers took part in the violence. 


The U. S. investigated and demanded reparations. 
The American Minister was instructed to demand 
a apology and to sever diplomatic relations if he 
didn’t get it. Under this pressure, the Chilean Gov- 
ernment paid $75,000 to the families of the dead 
and injured sailors. 


I, 1893, revolutionaries in Brazil attempted to 
set up a blockade of all shipping. When they fired 
on an American vessel, U.S. naval forces sailed into 
the bay of Rio de Janeiro and threatened to attack 
the Brazilian offenders. The threat worked. The 
blockade was broken and the insurgents surrendered 
to the Brazilian Government. 


In 1395 , mobs in Turkey sacked and burned an 
American-owned missionary school at Maras. Turk- 
ish soldiers took part in both riots. 


No Americans were hurt, but the U. S. de- 
manded reparations for the destruction of Ameri- 
can property. President Cleveland declared “noth- 


ing will be omitted to bring about” a settlement by 
the Turks. Turkey settled all claims. 


I, 1899, civil war broke out in Bolivia. The U. S. 
Secretary of State informed the American Minister: 
"You can have no diplomatic relations with the in- 
surgents implying their recognition by the United 
States as the legitimate government of Bolivia.” The 
Minister was instructed: 


“If the situation at La Paz becomes unendurable 
or more perilous, you should collect all Americans 
within reach and quit that city, taking them with 
you and demanding adequate escort to the nearest 
place of safety.” 


Our Christian Endeavor 


The West German government said some 
harsh things about President Eisenhower’s 
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sending troops to Lebanon on July 15, 1958. 
A leading West German newspaper called our 
President an idiot. 


The President dolefully remarked: 


“Is this what we get for giving Germany $7.5 
billion of aid since the war?” 


An account of West German criticism of 
Eisenhower, and of the President’s reaction, 
is in a speech which Congressman Gordon 
Scherer (Republican, Ohio) made recently to 
the Cincinnati Rotary Club. 


Here are some other things Congressman 
Scherer said in that speech about our foreign 
aid programs: 


Ween 1 first went to Congress, there were a 
number of industrialists who insisted that I vote 
against foreign aid and the liberalization of our 
tariff laws. Lo and behold, this year these same gen- 
tlemen were just as strenuously urging that I sup- 
port the multi-billion-dollar foreign-aid program 
and the free-trade policies. These men had reversed 
their stand and could not quite appreciate why I 
had not. 


Of course, I could not quite understand their 
switch until I learned that they had invested a con- 
siderable amount of money in plants in Europe to 
take advantage of tax concessions and cheap labor. 
Naturally, they now want no tariff barriers so that 
they can more readily find markets in this country 


for their finished products. 


The multi-billion-dollar foreign-aid program, 
which was a sin just a few years ago to these gentle- 
men, became a great Christian endeavor to aid the 
underprivileged peoples of the world so that they 
would not succumb to atheistic Communist ideol- 
ogy. I would not be so cynical as to suggest that 
some of these giant corporations which have plants 
and investments abroad have a more practical reason 
for now backing the foreign-aid program; namely, 
to protect and give greater assurance of success to 
their foreign enter prises. 


I am not criticizing these corporations for start- 
ing industries abroad and taking advantage of sub- 
stantial tax concessions and labor costs that run as 
low as one-tenth of those for comparable services in 
the United States. Reuther and his crowd must share 
the responsibility (along with organizations like 
United States Steel and excessive government spend- 
ing) for pricing ourselves out of markets, devaluat- 
ing the dollar, skyrocketing taxes, and feeding the 


fires of ruinous infiation, all of which have started 
this migration of American industry. 


Wat concerns me is this unusual flow of Amer- 
ican capital abroad for these reasons instead of its 
investment in the expansion of local plants and new 
industry so that we might cope with the unprece- 
dented growth in our population and the coming 
influx of immigrants if the present agitation to de- 
stroy our immigration barriers is successful. 


What happens to small business and industry — 
the backbone of this country —which cannot 
establish plants in Europe, which, in order to main- 
tain our high standard of living, must continue to 
pay high labor costs, the 52 percent corporate tax, 
and even higher personal taxes to sustain this orgy 
of spending in which we are engaged? 


What happens to small business and American 
labor when it will be compelled in the next 5, 10, 
and 15 years to compete with goods made abroad 
in American-owned factories and produced at a 
fraction of the cost of those made here? 


Under our foreign-aid programs we have already 
given to the Japanese and many others the most 
modern mass-production machinery available — 
later models than many of those in American fac- 
tories. 


Yesterday the House Committee on Interior and 
Insular Affairs reported a bill which has already 
passed the Senate to pay subsidies in the amount of 
$650 million to sustain the mining industry. Why? 
Simply because our foreign-aid program, together 
with extremely liberal tariffs, has all but ruined that 
great industry in this country. With foreign-aid 
money we have helped to develop the mining indus- 
try of foreign countries and then permitted their 
minerals to be sold in this country below United 
States mining production costs. I predict that we 
are going to have more legislation calling for subsidy 
payments to more and more industries in this coun- 
try. 


Because of our high standards of living and high 
cost of production, most foreign countries cgn easily 


afford to enter into mutual tariff cuts with this 
country. 


In many instances, for concessions here, they can 
afford to admit American commodities free of any 
duties, because we cannot possibly compete in their 
markets. If our standards of living were anyway 
near comparable to those of foreign countries and 
our taxes and costs of production were likewise 
comparable, I would be a more enthusiastic free- 


trader than our mutual friend, Charlie Taft.... 
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I realize that there is miserable poverty through- 
out the world. There is no Christian, no sensible 
man, who does not want all people to have more of 
the good things in life. 


I realize further that this is the greatest and 
strongest Nation in the world.... 


But I also realize that we cannot carry the whole 
world on our back; that we cannot cure the poverty 
and wretchedness of the whole world; that we can- 
not buy loyalty and allies. We just don’t have the 
ability to do it without eventually destroying our- 
selves. Our first duty is to keep America strong so 
that it can continue to stand, as we do today, as 
the only real obstacle to world domination by the 
Kremlin. 


L admit that the countries who are asking for aid 
or to whom we are giving it without their asking 
are broke — but so are we. The trouble is they admit 
they’re broke, but we do not. 


But Won’t the 
Communists Get Them? 


Qhe standard argument for American for- 
eign aid is that it prevents communists from 
taking over. This argument is used with par- 
ticular emphasis to justifv our aid to the 
“‘backward” and “‘underdeveloped”’ nations of 
Asia: Those poor Asiatics (although they have 
more people and more “resources” than we 
have, and although they have a more ancient 
civilization) have never developed their own 
resources; and now communists are going to 
take all of them over if we don’t give them 


our resources and get them started developing 
their own. 


The truth is that in giving these nations aid, 
we are doing exactly what the communist: 
want us to do. 


Major General Claire L. Chennault, one o/ 
the truly great soldiers of our times, knew the 
Far East as well as any other American 
Founder and leader of the famed Flying Tiger: 
and later commander of United States Air 
Forces in the Far East, General Chennault diec 
on July 27, 1958. 


Before he died, the House Committee o: 
UnAmerican Activities, wanting the nation to 
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have the benefit of his experience and expert 
knowledge, asked him to testify. His testimony 
was made public on June 16, 1958. 


General Chennault said: 


I believe the communists will not take over a lot 
of Asia where they could. They want us to continue 
pouring aid into those areas, break us, build up a 
vational debt, spend everything -that we earn from 
day to day, month to month, and year to year, until 
cur currency is no longer of any value. Then they 
will be ready to take the United States in turn. 


How About Our Foreign Bases? 


Another standard argument for our foreign 
aid programs is that aid is a necessary means of 
obtaining the privilege of building military 
bases for ourselves in foreign lands. 


We have these foreign bases scattered all 
over the world. Maintaining them is so fright- 
fully expensive that we are obliged to neglect 
vital homeland defenses. Using foreign bases as 
cornerstones of our whole defense effort ac- 
tually makes us dependent upon and slavishly 
subservient to the nations where we have our 
bases. They can kick us around, insult us, spit 
on us, desecrate our flag, and murder our na- 
tionals. They can embrace our enemies, the 
communists, and vote against us in the United 
Nations; but they can still demand, and get, 


WHO IS DAN SMOOT? 


more aid from us, because the managers of 
our global defense policies have convinced 
Congress that America is doomed without 
her foreign bases. We must “keep” those 
foreign bases at whatever the cost. If we must 
bribe, appease, and fawn upon all the nations 
on earth — then, we must do it. We must hang 
on to those foreign bases at the sacrifice of na- 
tional honor and national solvency. 


Yet, everyone with a grain of sense knows 
that the whole thing is futile. How long will 
we manage to keep those foreign bases and use 
them in the event of a war with the Soviets? 
Not one day! We do not have any allies that 
would let us use our bases on their soil at the 
risk of total destruction from Soviet bombing. 
If we ever need to use any of our foreign bases 
in a war with the Soviet Union, we will first 
have to conquer the “friendly” nations where 
the bases are — and then hold them in military 
subjugation while we use our bases. 


But I am a layman saying these things. 


General Albert C. Wedemeyer, also one of 
the foremost military figures of our century, 
was in charge of strategic planning for the 
army during World War II. General Wede- 
meyer also testified before the House Commit- 
tee on UnAmerican activities. He said that if 
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subscribing, and encouraging others to subscribe, to The Den Smoot 


we should get into an all-out war with Russia 
we will never have an opportunity to use our 
bases or missile-launching sites in Europe or 
North Africa, because our allies and friends 
have a terrific, and understandable, fear of nu- 


clear retaliation by the Soviets. 


We'll Defend Anything 
but America 


Here is the lead paragraph of a front-page 
article in the New York Times, July 6, 1958: 


Three prominent government advisers have pre- 
pared charges that the nation’s defenses have been 
badly managed and that government leaders permit 
only a few officials to know of the danger to na- 
tional security. 


The three were Robert C. Sprague, consult- 
ant to the National Security Council; Dr. 
Jerome Wiesner, member of the President’s 
Scientific Advisory Committee; and Professor 
J. Sterling Livingston, a Pentagon consultant. 

These experts said that the American home- 
land is dangerously vulnerable to surprise 
attack from the Soviets, and that we do not 
have adequate defenses to protect ourselves. 


Throughout the summer of 1958, critics of 
the administration (especially new deal Dem- 
ocrats, like Senators Fulbright, Mansfield, 
Humphrey, O’Mahoney, Symington) com- 
plained that our defense policies have left us 


disastrously exposed to Soviet attacks which: 
could kill more than 100 million Americans ir 
24 hours. 

All of this is well-founded; yet all of the 
critics, including the three experts mentionec 
initially, have supported the global defense pol- 
icies which have made adequate national de- 
fense impossible. 


America could defend herself, withou: 
bankrupting her economy or converting her- 
self into a military dictatorship. 

The critics who are now shuddering with 
fright and complaining have consistently sup- 
ported the Truman-Eisenhower policies of de- 
fending everything else on the face of the earth 
except the American homeland. 


The solution is obvious: just build our own 
defenses and leave the rest of the world alone. 


In this connection, it is interesting to con- 
sider the remarks of three Iraq attorneys in 
Dallas on August 20, 1958. Traveling in the 
United States as guests of the State Department 
(which means at the expense of American tax- 
payers) the Iraq attorneys said that the key to 
peace in the Middle East is for the United 
States to leave that part of the world alone. 

They said Iraq would like to have American 
aid, with no conditions attached, but that what 
they would like most of all is for us just to 
leave them alone. 


“If you do not keep a permanent file of The Dan Smoot Report, please mail this copy to a friend who is 
interested in sound government. 
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